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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1) 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

1-1) Claims 1-14 and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because 

the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-14 set forth non-functional desaiptive material but fail to set forth 
physical structures or materials comprising of hardware or a combination of hardware 
and software within the technological arts (ie., a computer) to produce a "useful, 
concrete and tangible" result. For example, Claim 1 and 10, "the method," claim 1 1 and 
18, the "apparatus" reads on a mental construct/abstract idea or best a computer 
program, per se. The language such as "custom data field", "process management 
system", and "data field", etc., does not clearly define structural elements and are not 
tangibly embodied on a computer readable medium. Claims 1-4 and 18-21 are 
interpreted as software per se, abstract ideas or mental construct and not tangibly 
embodied on a computer readable medium or hardware. 

The dependent claims 2-14 and 19-21 are rejected for fully incorporating the 
deficiencies of their respective base claims 1 and 18. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2) The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, nnore than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2- 1) Claims 15, 16, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Van Huben et al (US 5920867, issued Jul 6, 1999). 

Regarding claim 15, Van Huben teaches "storage ... system" (ie., storage 
structure for data){col 12, lines 1-5). 

Van Huben teaches "a processor ... element" (ie., unique user determined 
attributes for storing data)(col 5. lines 5-15). 

Regarding claim 16, Van Huben teaches "computer monitor ... system" (ie., 
individual computer 30 in Fig 1)(display screen for displaying images ... to user)(col 13, 
lines 15-30). 

Regarding claim 17, Van Huben teaches "input device ... system" (ie., mouse 
interactions, fill-in fields must be keyed and/or mouse)(col 40, line 39). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3) The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3- 1) Claims 1, 2, 3, 8, 11, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Van Huben et al (as cited above), in view of Maki et al (US 
5201047, issued Apr 6, 1993). 



Application/Control Number: 09/823,001 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2176 

Regarding claim 1, Van Huben teaches "defining a model ... field" (ie., provide a 
data management model structure as part of library ...)(col 7, lines 20-40; col 13, lines 
59). 

Van Huben does not expressly teach, but Maki teaches "creating a file ... custom 
data field" (ie., create a unique file comprising the item classification)(col 3, lines 10- 
20)(unique attributes for a specific class of entity)(col 1 , lines 8-10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben to include creating a unique file comprising unique 
attributes for a specific class of entity as taught by Maki, providing the benefit of a 
method of defining unique, user determined attributes in a data management system for 
file and database management for a design control system (Van Huben, col 5, lines 5- 
15; col 6. lines 55-60) 

Regarding ciaim 2, Van Huben teaches "packaging ... file" (ie., archiving and 
backing up data in the library)(col 28, lines 40-63). 

Regarding claim 3, Van Huben does not expressly teach, but Maki teaches 
"inserting ... new class" (ie., classification tree nodes with new attributes for other 
business entities constructed)(col 4, lines 23-53). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben to include classification tree nodes with new attriubutes 
for other business entities newly constructed as taught by Maki, providing the benefit of 
a method of defining unique, user determined attributes in a data management system 
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for file and database management for a design control system (Van Huben, col 5, lines 
5-15; col 6, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 8, 12, Van Huben teaches "model ... data field" (ie., snapshot 
of a library ... image of the library)(col 12, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claim 11, Van Huben teaches "a model" (ie., provide a data 
management model structure as part of library ... )(col 7, lines 20-40; col 13, lines 59). 

Van Huben does not expressly teach, but Maki teaches "file ... properties" (ie., 
create a unique file comprising the item classificatlon)(col 3, lines 10-20)(unique 
attributes for a specific class of entity)(col 1, lines 8-10). 

Van Huben teaches "packaging ... file" (ie., archiving and backing up data in the 
library)(col 28, lines 40-63). 

Van Huben does not expressly teach, but Maki teaches "inserting ... new class" 
(ie., classification tree nodes with new attributes for other business entities 
constructed)(col 4, lines 23-53). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben to include creating and archiving a unique file 
comprising unique attributes for a specific class of entity and classification tree nodes 
with new attributes as taught by Maki, providing the benefit of a method of defining 
unique, user determined attributes in a data management system for file and database 
management for a design control system (Van Huben, col 5, lines 5-15; col 6, lines 55- 
60). 
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3-1) Claims 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 13, 14, 18, 19, 20, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Van Huben et al (as cited above), in view of 
Maki et al (US 5201047, issued Apr 6, 1993), further in view of Applicant Admitted 
Prior Art (hereinafter "AAPA"), 

Regarding claim 4, Van Huben in view of Maki does not expressly teach, but 
AAPA teaches "deploying ... class" (ie., Deploy button)(fig 5, page 7, paragraph 20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben in view of Maki to Include deploying an application as 
taught by the AAPA, providing the benefit of implementing the attribute base 
classification (Maki, col 4, lines 54-57) in a data management system for file and 
database management for design control system (Van Huben, col 6, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 5, Van Huben in view of Maki does not expressly teach, but 
AAPA teaches "testing ... new class" (ie.. Testing results displayed along with an action 
shows there is testing)(Fig 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben in view of Maki to include testing results of an 
application as taught by the AAPA, providing the benefit of implementing the attribute 
base classification (Maki, col 4, lines 54-57) in a data management system for file and 
database management for design control system (Van Huben, col 6, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 6, 13, Van Huben in view of Maki does not expressly teach, but 
AAPA teaches "model ... interfaces" (ie., interfaces are "claim process" and "office 
setup"; the Process map shows the model)(Fig 5 and 8). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben in view of Maki to include testing results of an 
application as taught by the AAPA, providing the benefit of implementing the attribute 
base classification (Maki, col 4, lines 54-57) in a data management system for file and 
database management for design control system (Van Huben, col 6, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 7, 14, Van Huben teaches "class determines ... custom data 
field" (ie., data management of database with tables and attributes where attributes are 
unique and determined by the user)(col 6, lines 54-67; col 5, lines 5-15). 

Regarding claim 9, Van Huben teaches "packaging ... file" (ie., archiving and 
backing up data in the library)(col 28, lines 40-63). 

Van Huben does not expressly teach, but Maki teaches "inserting ... new class" 
(ie., classification tree nodes with new attributes for other business entities 
constructed)(col 4, lines 23-53). 

Van Huben in view of Maki does not expressly teach, but AAPA teaches 
"deploying ... class" (ie., Deploy button)(fig 5, page 7, paragraph 20). 

Van Huben in view of Maki does not expressly teach, but AAPA teaches "testing 
... new class" (ie., Testing results displayed along with an action shows there is 
testing)(Fig 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben to include classification tree nodes with new attriubutes 
for other business entities newly constructed as taught by Maki, providing the benefit of 
a method of defining unique, user determined attributes in a data management system 
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for file and database management for a design control system (Van Huben, col 5, lines 
5-15; col 6, lines 55-60) further to include deploying and testing a system as taught by 
the AAPA, providing the benefit of implementing the attribute base classification (Maki, 
col 4, lines 54-57) in a data management system for file and database management for 
design control system (Van Huben, col 6, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claims 10, 18, Van Huben teaches "defining a model ... field" (ie., 
provide a data management model structure as part of library ...)(col 7, lines 20-40; col 
13, lines 59). 

Van Huben does not expressly teach, but Maki teaches "creating a file ... custom 
data field" (ie., create a unique file comprising the item classification)(col 3, lines 10- 
20)(unique attributes for a specific class of entity)(col 1 , lines 8-10). 

Van Huben teaches "packaging ... file" (ie., archiving and backing up data in the 
library)(col 28, lines 40-63). 

Van Huben does not expressly teach, but Maki teaches "inserting ... new class" 
(ie., classification tree nodes with new attributes for other business entities 
constructed)(col 4, lines 23-53). 

Van Huben in view of Maki does not expressly teach, but AAPA teaches 
"deploying ... class" (ie., Deploy button)(fig 5, page 7, paragraph 20). 

Van Huben in view of Maki does not expressly teach, but AAPA teaches "testing 
... new class" (ie., Testing results displayed along with an acfion shows there is 
testing)(Fig 8). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben to include creating a unique file comprising unique 
attributes for a specific class of entity, classification tree nodes with new attributes for 
other business entities newly constructed as taught by Maki, providing the benefit of a 
method of defining unique, user determined attributes in a data management system for 
file and database management for a design control system (Van Huben, col 5, lines 5- 
15; col 6, lines 55-60), further to include deploying and testing a data management 
system as taught by AAPA, providing the benefit of implementing the attribute base 
classification (Maki, col 4, lines 54-57) in a data management system for file and 
database management for design control system (Van Huben, col 6, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 19, Van Huben teaches "model ... data field" (ie., snapshot of 
a library ... image of the library)(col 12, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claim 20, Van Huben in view of Maki does not expressly teach, but 
AAPA teaches "model ... interfaces" (ie., interfaces are "claim process" and "office 
setup"; the Process map shows the model)(Fig 5 and 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Van Huben in view of Maki to include testing results of an 
application as taught by the AAPA, providing the benefit of implementing the attribute 
base classification (Maki, col 4, lines 54-57) in a data management system for file and 
database management for design control system (Van Huben, col 6, lines 55-60). 
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Regarding claim 21, Van Huben teaches "class determines ... custom data 
field" (ie., data management of database with tables and attributes where attributes are 
unique and determined by the user)(col 6, lines 54-67; col 5, lines 5-15). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gautam Sain whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8777. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on (703)305-9792. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 




